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ABSTRACT • * ; , * . \ 

^ \ To collect and disseminate information relevant to 

the accountability aind program components of the Title I Migrant 
Progtam in- the Austin school district and to -report to the Texas 
fiducation Agency through interim and final reports on how well the 
.mijgrant program is meeting its stated objectives for 1978-79 are the 
functions of tlie evaluation for which this^design is prepared* The 
evaluation design focuses on the program's major 'activities: student 
recruitment^ parental 'involvement, instruct:ional program from 

and iiealth and clothing, support 



pre-kindergarten through high school, 
services* Fot components of six major 



major questions pertaining- to the 
current ' contract procedures used with^ externally funded personnel and 
the t>rogram's instructional, health -services, parental in vol vemeni: 
components, the evaluation design lists dates decisions are to be 
made, dates information is needed, relevant evaluation questions and 
objectives, and information sources* .The evaluation design describes 
bow the following , data will be collected: (1) needs: gisjessment 
ctata-"^ number of- migrant students enrolled in the district and where, 
their achievement Uevels, and. degree to which migrant students are 
served by other compensatory progtams; (2), proQBss data—how well 
proposed activities are implemented; and (3)' outcome"* '^^tar-^program 
impact on achievement of migrant students* An ,M^line -of the 
evaluation time resources allocation for perscOTel i^s included* . 

♦ Reproductions supplied by EDfiS are the best Ithat cah 'be made ^ * 
' * ^ from the original document. ^ i ^ ' * 
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PROGRAM SUMMARY 



The Title 1 Migrant 'Program is a rapidly growing, federally funded^grogram 
within the Austin Independent School District which is designed to meet the 
xinique needs of the District's migrant students. Funds to aid in" the^ educa- 
tion of migrant students are made available to ' the states base^ on the txumber 
of students who are home-based within each state. The Texas Education Agency 
then allocates the Texas funds to local districts ba3ed on, district need and 
program quality.. Both currently migratory and formerly migratory children 

,may be served by the Migrant Program. A currently migratory child^is one' 
(a) whose parent or guardian is -a migratory agricultural worker or migratory 
fisherman; and (b) who has within the, past twelve months moved from one' gcHool 
district into another in order 'to enable the child, the child ' s guardian , or 
a. member of the. child's- -immediate family to obtain temporary or seasonal 
employment in an agricultural or fishing activity. The term "agricultural 

* activity" means- "any activity, related to crop, production (including preparing 
soil and, storing, curing, canning, of freezing of crops); any activity 
related to the production, ^d processing of milk, poultry, and livestock (for 
Human consumption) ; and any operation involved in forest nurseries and fish 
farms." .A formerly migratory child is one who has migrated within the last 

^ive years.. 

The level o'f fiinding for the Migrant. Program in 1977-78 was about $500,000. 
For the 1978-79 school year, the funding level has risen to 'slightly more 

than $800,000. " : ' ;. ^ 

. ■ - -t . 

, The activities- oB. the Migrant Program are centered. around 
, a) recruitment of' students and parental involvement, 

- , b*) an instructional program from pre-kindergarten through • j 

high school, and ^. . 

c) health and clothing support services. ' - ' \ 

Recruitment and Parental. Inv olvement 

• ^ — '. — . - ^ — ~ ■ ir , ■: 

It is the responsibility of .the Migrant Parent Involvement Specialist, five 
community representatives, 3nd two Migrant Student Record Transfer System 
(MSRIS) clerks, to see -^^^t-a-ll- migrant students in the\ District -are regis- 
V tered with, the prografii each year. In o»der to- be eligible for the services 
provided/ b^ the Program, the parents of the students must complete a Cer- 
^J^if^i^^ of E3-igibiZit^/Identxfication. In signing ,this form the parents 
^ert^fy" thatv their children have met the ^definition of a migrant student. 
Using thte previous- year's li-st of 'migrant students and other sources, the 
Parent Involvement Specialist and community represents '3s b^gin making 
home vistis to" riegiSter students 'pri9r tp the beginnx ^ the school year. 
When th^ Eligibility /Identification forms haver been c-^nr" ted,' they" are 
serifc-by the MSRTS cl^ks^ to the Region XIII Education Se^ icer Center for 
entry into the MS|tTS d^ta bank in Little Rock, Arkansas. In addition, tfie 
MSRTS^ clerks see that educational and health inf cftnnation in the d^ta bank^ 

' I .■ • ' . ' O ■ 
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is updated on a periodic basis and maintain lists' of registered migrant 
students by family and by school. . * , * 

The^..Migrant Program is also required by federal guidelines' to establish 
Parent 'Advisory Councils at each local campus with a Migrant teacher and 
for the District as a whole. The PACs provide the parents of migrant. stu- 

' dents and other community members with an opportunity to learn more about; 

. the Migrant 'Program (its purpose and what it offers) and a mechanism for 
advising the District in its. operation of the -program ^and its planning for 
the future. It 'is the -responsibility of the Parent Involvement Specialist 
and the commtmity representatives to see that the PACs are established and 
operate in accordance with federal regulations. 

\j - ■ ' ^ ^ 

Instructional Program '* ' . ^ . ^ 

atre-kindergarten : The Migrant Program currently has eight pre-kindergarten . 
classes ,1 two mor^^ than last year. The pT(e-kindergarten program is for stu- 
dents four years old. The current campuses with pre-k classes are Oak Springs, 
Allison, Dawson, Mathews, Metz; Brooke, Brentwood, and St. Elmo. Each pre-k. 
classroom is staffed with a teacher, and an instructional aide. The pre- 
kindergarten program uses a bilingual curriculum developed by the Southwest 
Educational Development Laboratory, 

. • % 

Grades K-5 : The Migrant Program will have a Migrant teacher in each of the 
following schools: Allison, Becker / Brooke , Dawson, Ortega. The ins true- . 
tiolfel emphasis will be Oral/Written Communication through the Title I 
instructional model adopted b^ each school. 

Grade 6 : ' The Migrant "Progr^ will have one Migrant teacher at the Travis 
Heights Si-xth Grade School this year. There the .instructional emphasis will 
^also,>b<;On Oral/Written Communication. Migrant sixth graders at Allan, and 
Martin wiia^-S^Lso be served by the Migrant teacjiers at their campuses. There 
the irfetructipnal emphasis will be oh Oral Language Development. ^ 

Grades 7-12 : The instructional emphasis at grades 7-12 will be Oral Lan- r 
guage Development. The teachers at this level will be using A Guide to 
Oral Language' in the Migrant Program developed by -the Migrant Program. 
Secondary Migrant teachers for 1978-79. will be^ tomid at Allan, Fulmore^, 
and Martin Junior Highs and at Travis and Johnl^n (two teachers) High 
* Schools. Migrant students at other schools -are expected to be served by - - 
other compensatory progarams. ^ 

Health and Clothing Services . - * . ^ 

The Migrant Program also provides .healthj^ and clothing benefits to migrant j 
^ students who, are in need of them. To receive the benefits, however, the 
students must be served by a compensatory education progr^am such as the 
Migrant Program, Title I Regular, or the Title VII Bilingual Program. The 
Pediatric Nurse Practitioner employed by the. Migrant Program screens and 
examines migrant students and makes referrals to physicians "and dentists 
as' needed. Tunds froju the Migrant Program are used to pay physician and 

dentist fees, lab fees, .and to purchase glasses. 

t • ... . ' . ^ 
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y Clothing can also be provided to migrant students as the need arises. This / 

is usually handled through the community representatives upon the recommen- 
dation of 'the Migrant teachers. - ' 
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Va L u a-t'i 0 n s u mm a R Y- 




The evaluation of the Migrant Program for 1978-79 has two main functions: 

a) to collect and disseminate information relevant to the 
decision questions outlined in this document, an^ 
' b) to report to the Texas Education Agency t^rfo^^li interim . 
and final evaluation reports oh how well the^rligrant . 
Program is meeting its stated objectives. 

In carying out these fuacticr^ t'^e Migrant Evaluation will collect three 
basic types of data; needs cc; .sissment data, process data, and "outcome \ 
dat^. Jhe needs assessment data will include such things ^as^how many 
migrant students are enrolled in the District and where, what their 
achievement levels are this year,*- and the degree to which migrant students 
are being 'served by other compensatory programSv^^ 

Process data provides information about how well the activities proposed 
-"'^^r the Program are being implemented. Data in this category in elude ^^jJarent 
and teacher questionnaires, classroom observatioita 5 ^tid PAC meeting records. 

The outcome" data will indicate the extent^ to which the :iigrant Program 
has had , an impact on the achievement of migrant students. The California 
Achievement Tests and the mastery tests , of the Bilingual Early Childhood 
Program will be the measures used. ' • 

.. . ■ • . ■•■ 



/ 



\ 



/ 



) 



/ 



/ 




lUA 

DECISION. QUESTIONS ABDRESSED 



Accountabll^ity Questions ^ 

a- ^ * 

Dl. Should the correiit contract porcedures used with 
externally funded personnel be modified? 



Program Questions ' ^ 

D2. Should the Pre-K instructional component t>e continued 
as it is, mo<^ified, expanded, or deleted? 

- y 

D3- Should the K-5 .insjzjructional component be continued 
as it is, modified,' expanded, or deleted? 

D4. Should the Secondary instructional, component be 

continued as it ^is,^ modified, exp.anded, or deleted? 

D5* Should the Health S^i^ices compoAent^bQ> continued as 
it is, modified, expscnded, or deleted? 

D6. Should the Farental Involvement component be continued 
as it is, modified, tepanded", ^ deleted? ^ 



DECISION QUE tos OVtRyiEW . 



00 



p4_i_ , 

• •OECISION^QUESTIONS': 


» 

DATE JO, 

BE ' ' 
DECIDED 


"date 

[NtflRMATION 
.IS NEEDED, ' 


*' . / ""^^^MANT EVALUATION 
• QUESTIONS AND OKIECTIVES. 


INFORMATlONvSOURCES; 


Accountability Questions 


I 




% . 


'. '* .1" 

■ 9 * 


DL SHouW the current contract proce- 
'dureff used with extamally funded 
personnel be otodified? 


• August 


. June' 
; 1979' 


Dl-I/ What contract' proceudures are'<currently. 
used with externally^\funded personnel? 


a) Jntervlew with the Assistant. ^ , 
Director of Special Area . , ^ ^'^ 
Personnel 


i - . 

t ' 

' ■. / ' 




* 


Dl-2. Are the personnel evaluation ratings' 
received by extecrially funded teachers 

\ .inTitlel, TitlclHkranL^andSCE 
erthAnlo AUf^rt^nt rhai tlioKe received 
by locally funded personnel in conpar- 
/, able positions? \ 

D1^3. ' Do externally 'funded teachers in Title I 
Titlt I Migrant, and SCE schools differ 
from locUly funded teacliers on such 
deniographlc;i/ariablef as years of teach- 
ing experience, degrees, ethnicity; etc? 


a} Personnel Evaluation 'Files 

■ /. » * • 

a) Distr iff Personnel Files \ 








Dl-4, Wliat is the effect of the current con- 
tract policy upon externally funded 
professional personnel? , 


a)' EJtternally Funded Professional 
Personnel Intervrcw/Qucstionnaire 

* ■ 


System Questions ^ 






■ . ■ i f ^ ■ 


4 


D2^ Should the Prtt instructional 
^ . cODponent be continued as U is, 
iDodified^ expanded, or deleted? 

■ :. . ' ■ _ ^ . ■ ; < 


, Februaiy^ 

August 
1979 ' 


, "January ' 
and ' 
June ^ 
1979 ; 

» 


D2-1. Were the achievtwi^objectlves met? 

a» Upon cowp.letion of the required 
units » the participants. in the pre- 
^ » kindergarten program viirniaster an 
average of 10 of the 12 items on 
tetery Tests Tand II and 8 of the 
10 Items on nascery lesr iii or uie 
• - SEDL Bilingual Early ChlMiood Pro- 
gram Curriculum, 


1 

a) BECP Mastery Tests } 

4 

S 

r 


. ■ ) 
■ ' » . "i ' ' • ' 


H 


i 


02*2. Mere the decisions made in the 1978 
Decisions Process implemented? • 

r . ^ ■ 

i 


a) To be determined ; ' ' 
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DECISION ilDESTIONS 



D3. ^Shouldjthe K-5 instructional coiii- 
*po4ent be^'Continued as it is, 
nodlfied, expanded, or deleted? 



DATE TO 
BE 4 

DECIDED 



DATE 
INFOMTIW 
IS NEEDED 



February. 
3iid 

August . 

1979' : > 



January 



June 
1979 



relevant evaluation 
'/questions and objectives 




D2-3. What has been the long term effect of 
participation In the Pre-K-prograo?- 

D2-4> Were any problems encountered by -the Pre- 
I teachers \ii tU Inplenientation'oE the 
Pre-K Prograti? 

a. How helpful were the parent helpers? 

b. Was staff d^eliipiaent tlmily^aad 
helpful? ^ 

'•■ c/ What iastcuctlonal supervision was 
provided, to .-Migrant teachers? 

d. Hbi>t are'ttie perceived needs of 
• ' . the Migrant t^eadiers super- ' ^ 

vision? 

e. What supervlson should be provided to 
■ * the Migrant teachers, v^w should 

provide the supervision?' /i 

Were the achievement objectives met? 

a. Kindergarten :. By February of the 
1978-79 sclibol^year, those migrant 

t. kindergarten students servgi^by the 
v. Migrant Prograio Jilll denonstrgte an' 

understanding of basic con(*i>ts by 
■scoring aa Wage gain of '6.5 points 
"■bttueen pre and post Jdmlnistratftos' 
J 'of the Boehn Test of/BasicVCoocepts. 

b. First Crade : By April of % 1978-79 
school year, those first-graV stu- 

■ dents 'served by the Migrant Program 
win dtmonstrate a basic' knowledge of 
reading scoring an averagfc grade 
equivalent within one montli of that 
expected tot^students in the eighth 
' . Dionthof the.first as neasured by a 
single adralnistration of the Califor- 
nia AchieveMnt'Test (Reading. SectloiV 



a) Pre-K Longitudinal Files . , 



a) Migrant Student Attc'iidaqce Form • 

b) Migrant Teacher Questionnaire* 

c) Mig^nt Parent Questionnaire 

d) Migrant Principal Questionnaire 

e) Migrant Coc^dinatof Questionnaire 

i 



a) Boehn Test of Bailc Concepts 



a) California Achievement Tests 



HI.'' 



HID 

DECISION QUESTIONS OVERVIEW' 



DATE TO 



DECIDED 



DAtE 
INFORHATlOli 
IS NEEDED 



RELEVANT EVALUATION 
QUESTIONS AND OBJECTIVES ' 



D3-3. 



fill mvtm^ 



c. Grades 2 through 5 ; By April of ^^he 
1978-79 school year, those migrant 
students In grades 2 through 5-who 
are served by the Migrant Program ' 
will dewbnstra'te a gaiti^f 0.8 months 
ot reading achievement per month of 
instruction as measured by the Read- 
ing. Section of tbe Calffomia 
Achievement Test (cpabincd vocabulary 

^ and comprehension subtests).. 

Were j:lie decisions made in the ]978 
Decision Process Implemented? 

Were any problems encountered in the 

implementation of the K-5 program? 
♦ • . 

a, Hjjtf often do studenta receive Iiistruc 
' tlon from the Migrant teacher and how 
. much instructional time Ho they ' 

receive? How much time Is spent on 
Oral language Development and other 
activilies? ,^ 

b. - How does the instruction provided by 
- * the lUgrant teacher supplement the 

^ student's regular instructional 
program! 

c^ How successfully was .the program 

jmpletaented'at each. campus for each 
• ^ grade? . 1 . 
d* Was staff idevelopmeat timely and 
, helpful? ' , 

^e. Vhat Instructional supervision wa^ 
V provided to Hlgrant teachers? 
''f. Wliat are the perceived needs of the 
Hlgrant teachers for supervision? 

d. What ^supervision' should be provided ■ 
to. the Hi^ant teacliers/who should 

^4)rovlde t^^^ i ' 



INFORMATION SOURCES 



a) California Achievement Tests 



a) ^To be determined! 



a) Migrant 'Student Attendance Form ' 
b') Hlgrant Teacher Questionnaire 
c) Classroom Observations 



a) All of , the above 

b) Teacher Questionnaire 

a) All of'ihe'abo\^e ^ 



a) Migrant Teacher Questionnaire ; 

b) .Principal Questionnaire 

c) Migrant Coordinator Questionnaire 
a) All of th^above 

a) ■ All of tjic above ' ■ • 

a) *'a11 of the 'above 



00 
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DECISION QUESTIONS ,OpyiEW 
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DBCISIOH QUESTIONS 



D4, Should the Secondary Instructional 
component be continued ^ it Is, 
iDodifled, expanded, or deleted? . 
% ./ A \ V 



4* 



/ 



DATE TO 
BE ' 
DECIDED 



February 

and^ 
August 

1979 



1)A33: 
rNFORMATION 
IS NEEDED 



January 
and 

June ^ 
1979 



RELEVANT EVALUATION 
QUESTIONS'AND BBJECTIVBS . 



D^-i. Were the acblevelnent objectives met? 

^ • 

a. Oral tanKuage Developaent/l^eading t ' 

As of April of tUfe 1978-79 schod 
' year, thpse seconi5ary migrant stu- , 
, dents who are served by the Migrant 
Program vill deaonstrate a gain of 
'0.8 months per month of Instruction 
as measured. by^the vocabulary subtest 
6E the Cal^ftf^ Achievement* Test. 

D4-2. Were t^leclsions made in the 1978 
Decision Process implemented? 

D4-3. Were any problems encountered in the 
iniplemehtation of the Secondarji program? 

a- * Hov often do students receive instruc 

' tion from tKe Migrant teacher^ and* 
' \ hpw/whereHs that instruction 
' ' received! / ^ 

• b. How docs the instruction provided by 
the Migrant teacher supplement'tlie 
student's regular instructional pro; 
gram? 

c. To what extent are inforiaal assess- 
ment instruments being used by the 
Migrant teaclier to place students* at 
ai instructional level? 

d. ' How effectively waa the program iaplc' 
nentcd at each ca»pus for each grade? 

'c. Was staff development timely and 

' helpful? . \. . 

* 

f. ' What instructional supervision was 
provided to the Migrant teachers? 

g, What ,are the perceived needs of the 
liigrant teacJiers f5r supervision? 



INFOiflTIONJOllKCE?^ 



a) California Achievement Test 



a) To be determined, 



a) - Migrant Student Attendance Form 



a) - Teacher^Questionnaire 

bi' Migrant Teacher Questionnaire 



a) Migrant- Student Folders ■ 

b) .Migrant Teacher Questionnaire 



a) AU'of the above ^ ^ ' 

a) Migrant Teacher Questionnaire 

b) Principal Questionnaire 

c) ■ Migrant Coordinator Questionnaire 
a) All of the above 

a) All of the above 
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DECISION QUESTIONS OVERJJJEW 



-J 

00 



*• *; DECISION QUESTIONS 



D5. Should Che Health Services cotaponent 
^ be continued as it is, modified, ^ 
expanded', or deleted? , ^J* 



> 



' D6. Sl^ould the Parpen tai lnvolveaent con^' 

ponent be icontiiflSJd as it' it, 
J. ' Jdlfled/expande^, or deleted? V 

9 
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DATE TO 

BE 
DECIDED 



February 

and 
. August 

1979 . 



February 

and 
August 

1979 
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DATE 
INFORMATION 
IS NEEDED 



* 

Januiiry 
and- 
June 
1979 



January 
and 
June 
1979 



RELEVANT EVALUATION . 
QUESTIONS AND OBJECTIVES 



\ b-^ What supenlslon should be provided 
• , ^ to the Migrant teachers, wlio should 
provide the supervision? -jf 

\ ' , . ■ ' 'I 

tlhat alternatives dre available for; 
providing suppleioentary- instruction on 
the Secondary level? ^ 

D5-1. Uere the component's objectives met? 

a. ' During the 1978-79 scUl year, the 
. Migrant nurse will provide health , 

. • services to 75Z of the students on a 
campus with Elgrant instructional 
staff (K:I2). • ■ 

b. % Migrant jjy^se will provide health 
^^services Cva9i)i of the^Pre-K*students 
*in-the Migrant Programi ^ 

|)5-2. Were the decisions made in the 1978 
Dgcisloa Process Implemented? 
. ^ . ■ % ^' . , * ■ 

D5-3;). Were any problews encountered In clie 
. impleaenfatlon of the Health services' 
cOBipilQent? ' 

D6-1. Mere the component's objective met? 

a. Parental Involvement Component ; By"^ 
October of the 1978-79 scImwI year, 

' the Parental Involvement personnel 
p. vlll establish local Title I Migrant 
PAC or^ocal Title i/Tttle I Migrant 
. ' |j!iC-|a .coordination with Title I 
pi'^nneT^ln- accordance with TEA. 

b, 'iie|tre-K^tea(;hers.will'i^ the 
"We Attlvities fot'Par^ts%ith 
parei^ts otat least, SOZbf the 

' \ children in theiin.classes. 



INFORMATliN SbURCES 



Migrant Teacher Questj^iorj^ire 

Principal Questionnaire 

Migrant Coordinator Questionnaire 

Survey of MlgLjt Program\n 
Other School Dibtricts 



Health Services- Form 
Medical Expenses Foria ,• 
Migrant Stydent Master File 



a) To be det^nnioed 



Migrant Teacher Questionnaire 
Migrant Nurse Questionnaire 
Migrant Parent Questionnaire 



PAC Data: 
Boster? 



, Minutes, 

■ ) 



Migrant Student' Att^dance Fdrw 
Migrant T^aclier Questionnaire 
Migrant Parent Questionnahe 



DECISION QUESTIONS OVERVIEW 



.DECIj 



QUESTION 

4 



D4TET0 
BE , 
DECIDED 



DATE 
INFOMTION 
IS NEEDED. 



. REIEVAHT EVALUATION , 
qilESTIONS AND OBJECTIVES ' 



' c. The Title I Migrant Conounity' 
, , , Representatives will conduct parent 
training for parents of students r • 
grades K-12 at each local PAC at 
least twice during, the school year. 

D6-2. > Uere the decisions made id the. 197S 
Decision Process Impleiiiented? 

i 

D6-3. Were any problems encountered In the 
' Implcnientatlon of the Parental Involve- 
ment component? 



a. Were clothing purchases handled 
; efficiently? 

U What was the total number of - 

req]ucsts made? 
2. For what percent^e of the 

requests were purchases made? 
b* Was the. recrult;iiicnt procedure 
handled efficiently? 
,1, By what date were 90! of the 

students identified? 
2* What percentage of last year's. 

students were registered again 

this year? 



to i l WW II II m i'i M iwi n wi 



INFORMATION SOURCES 



i 



jj) Parent Tfaining Evaluation Foras 
b)' Migrant Parent Questionnaire ' 



a) To be dcteruilned 



a) -PAC Data 

b) PAC Officer Questioonaire j 

c) Migrant Teacher Questionoalte 

d) Migrant Parent Questionnaire 

a) Migrant Student Master File 

b) - Clothing 'Purchases Form 



a) Migrant Student Master File 



00 



78.11 IVA 



INFORMATION NEEDS 



Anrntal Evaluation Repcy^ for the ^exas Education Agency 



ERIC 



» ^ , jT^^^ s Education Agency, Sinnrnflr 

Term, 1-978 ' ^ ^ 7 ' CX 

XI.- How many migrant students were served by instructional and/ 
^ or support 'components of the Migrant Program by grade and 

ethnicity during the summer term? n. ' 

' \ * ' ' • ' .* 

12. To what extent have the objectives been attained? ^ • ^ 
Needs Assessment Document 

13. How many migrant students'* will be enrolled in each school by 
grade in the 1979-80 academic year? • 

^i:.^ 14. , What is the aChiev^ent level of. the migrant students by 
school and grade? How do they -cqpipare -Vith the district 
, average? ^ ' ^ 

15^ What compensatory programs serve migrant students' at each 
^ grade for each school^ how many migrant students are serve<jr 

by each? ' - . * 

16.^ What 'health and clothing needs have been identified for the 
migrant students? ^ ^ ^ 

Addendum to Annual Evaluation Report for the Texas Education Agency 

. 17. Delineate factors which enhanced the effectiveness of e^h of 
_ ^ the components in the 1977-79 program. . . , ). 

^I&T^ Delineate, factors which reduced the effectiveness of each 
component in the 1977-78 program. ' . * " 

1979-80 Title I Migrant Application to the Texas' Education Aget^ey 

. 19. . Are the objectives in each of.'th^ proposed* components written 
/ in a clear and precise manner? Are the intended activities ' 
^ * measurable? / ^ > ^ 

110. How will the objectives in each of the components oe evaluated? 

111. What are the proposed objectives for the 1979-80 evaluatioa 
component? 

112. What is"" proposed budget for the 1979-80 evaluation* 
component? * ^ - ^ ' \ 

' ' ■ -25 

■ ■ . ^ 

.'13 



f 



AriTitial EvaTnation Report, for the Texas Education Agency 

113. How many migr^t students were* served by instructional' and/ 
or. support components of the Migrant Program by grade and 
ethnicity during 1978-79?. ' *" ^ - ■ 

114^ How many pa2?Snts ^ere involved in each component? , 

115, How many students have received medical ^d /"'or. dental ■ 
treatment p^rovided through Migrant funds? ^ * > 

116, How many migrant students participate in instructional- com;- 
^ ponents funded by other compensatory programs? ' . 

117, . How many migjrant students participate xnr Plan A or! Plain B 

special education programs? - . 

118 • What was the average gain^ in gjade equivalents, of migrant 
' students at each grade level? 

119. To what extent have the objectives for each component been - 
attained? . - 



information; needs Overview 



r: 



INFORMATION NEED ' 




14. ' What is the achievement level of. 

• ,. the inigrant'students by school and 

•; . grade?. How. do they compare with. 

' the district average? • • 



• 15. What' compensatory, programs serve 

migrant students' at each grade for 
each school; how many migrant 
students are served by 'each? / 

• 16. What health and clothing needs ■ ' 
. , -have been identified for the 

' migrant students? , . 



C. Addendum to Annual Evaluation Report ■ 
for the .Texas Education Agency 

' • . ■ ^ 

17. Delineate factors which enhanced 
. the effectiveness of^eacti of the 
; •■ components'in the.1977-78 program. 



18.,, Delineate factoris which reduced 
, the effectiveness of each compo- 
. ■. nent in the 1977-78 program. 



D. : 1979-80, Title I Migrant Application 

■ 19. Are the objectives in each of the 
' . • proposed components written in a 
clear and precise manner? Are. 

■.the intended activities measar- I, 

■'.able?, ' 



2-1 79* • 



2-1-79 



2-1-79 



2-1-79 



2-1-79 



2-1-79 



a) Migrant Student Master- File-; \ • 

h) Boehm Test 'of ' Basic Concepts ' 

c) Metropolitan Readiness Test 

d) California Achievement Tests ' , . 

e) Sequential Tests of Educational Progress 

a) Migrant Student .Master' File ' 

b) Compensatory Programs Master List 



a) Health Services Form 

b) Medical Expenses Form . 



a) , Title I Migrant Final Evaluation Report ^or , 
, ■ TEA, June, 1978 ' ' . . 

b) ' Title I Migrant Final Report and Final Technical 
■ Report, June, 19.78 ■' ; , 

a) Title I Migrant .Final Evaluation, Report for 
: ,TEA,* Junevl978. . ■ 

b) Title I Migrant Final Report and Final Technical 
Report, June, 1978 . 



aj 1979-80 Title I Migrant Application 



2S 



INFORMATION NEEDS OVERVIEW 




INFORMATION NEED 



A, Annual Evaluation Report for the Texas 
Education Agency, Summer Term, 1978 ^ 

. II. . How many migrant students, were ' 
served by Instructional and/pr 
support components of the Mi'grant 

. . Program by. grade and ethnicity 
during the summer' term?' 



12. To what extent have' the objectives 
been attained?. 



a. By the end^of .the summer pro- 
Nj'grai, the migrant chi)dr6n at , 

the 'prfr-kindergarten/level 
will 5firthe .average 'demonstratf 
. . a statistically significant 
' • gain in Icfnguage skills' as 
■ measure^^by administrations ^' 
of, ^he Test of^asic Experi^ 
' ences <I0BE) .La^ge Test at 
the bef^inning arid end of. the 
•summer school term. 

b . Migrant secondary students 

. will be registered and attend, 
classes offered through AISD 
regular summer program classes 
and credit will be received in 
of the total course begun. 



B. Needs Assessment Document 

13. How many'.migraflt students will, be 
" enrolled in. . each school by grade y 
the- 1979-80 academic year? 



8-31-78 



8-31-78 



is' 



8-31-78 



2-1-79 



a) /Summer School Rosters 



a) TOBE - Language Test 



a), Summ^. School Rosters ,, 



•A 



a) Migrant Student Master File-,. 



30 



IVU ■ ■ : v.. 

INFORMATION NEEDS OVERVIEW 



■ -INFORMATION NEED,/' ' , 


. ' DAIE., 

information 
. needed; 


\ 


INFORMATION SOURCE > ..• 


,00 

H 

H ;' 


IlO;* How will thfe objectives in each of 
the components be evaluated? 


2-1-79 


a) 


■ / ■ 

1979-80 Title I -Migrant Application' 




III. What are the objectives for the 
I"./" oU evaiuation coinpcinrat: 




a) 


1979-80 Title^ I Migrant Application 




11 Z. What IS the proposed ouaget ror, 
. the 1979-80 evaluation component?' 


r i 


' 1979:80 Title I Migrant Application' 

. ' 4. 

* 


\ 
' 1 


■. . '■■,■• ,' ^ ■ ; ' ■ t 

E. Teicas 'Education Agency, Annual Report. 


• ( 








■ ■ ■■ " '."1 •;■ ' . 

113. How lan^i^ELgrant students were 
serverl)y instructionai ana/or 
H ■ ■ support .cbinponents the Migrant 
Program by ^rade and ethnicity 
during ly/o-zi^: ■ ^ 


^ . 5-1-79 


a) 
b) 
c) 
d) 


■ ^ . r ■ 

Migrant Student Attendance Form 
Health Senices Form * _ . 
Medical Expenses Form ^ \ * 
Clothing Purchases Forms , .;; • ' 


. % 


.'■ ■ . ■ > 
: ' 114. How many parents were involvetj in 
each component? 


5-1-79 • 


a) 


fffigrant Student Attendance. Form ^ 

< 




: \\ . . . ■ 

115.. ;How many students have received^ 
• medical and/or dental, treatment , ' • 
' '■ .provided through migrant funds? 


5-1-79 \^ ■ 

. • . ■ - c 

' S-1-79 ■ 

i" 


a) 


■ Medical Expenses Form 


< 


•;,>■.:., , ■ . ^ -.. - 
ilo. HOW many migrant scuaents partici- 
pate instructional components 
funded by other compensatory 
programs?- 


'a)' 
b) 


Migrant StuHent Master Fil^-'- " ■ 
• Compensatory J*rograms Masted, List . > •• . , 




■ • 117. How many migrant students partici- 
^ pate in Plan A or Plan B special 
education programs? 


■ 5-1-79 ,- ■ 


a)' 


Special Education File J. 




-.118., What was the average gain in grade 
• . ,, : equivalents, of migrant, students at 
o ach grade level?.;.. 


V , 5-1-79 , , 

. • ' ■' ■ 


*a) 
b). 


Boehm Test of Basic' Concepts . ; 
California Achievement Tests .. 


32" 



m 

INFORMATION NEEDS 



OVERVIEW 



WORMATION NEED, 



DATE 
INFGMTION, 
NEEDED 



PORMATION SOURCE 



00 



119. To what extent have the objectives 
;'. . ..for each component been attained? 



5, . y-' '^.' 



b. 



.-33 

ERIC 



Pre-Kindergarten Component ' 
•Up^n completion of the ' 
required units, the partici- 
pants in' the pre-kindergarten 
progijam will master; an Wrage 
of 10, of , the 12 items on 
.Mastery Tests I and II and 8 
of the 10 items on Mastery 
Test III of the SEDLiilingual 
Early Childhood Program.' , 
Curriculum. 

' OraX/Written Comunications, 
f 

L; Kindergarten ; By February 
of the 1978-79 school year, . 
those migrant kindergarten 
students senetj by the Migrant 

. Program . will dei^onstrate an 
understanding of tasic con- 
cepts by scoring an averafge 
gain of 6.5 points between pre 
and pos^dministratibns of 

'.the Boehm Tesf 'of ■ Basic 'Gon- ' 
cepts.. ■ ■ 

2. ^ First Grade ;" 3y April of 
the 1978-79 sdhool year, those 
first grade stWents served by 
' the Migrant Program will dem- 
onstrate a basic, knowledge ol 
'reading by scoring an average 
grade e;quivalent' within one. 
mouth of that expected. f,or.V;, \^ 



5-1-79 



5-1-79 



5-1-79 



5-1-79 




a) BECP Mastery Tests 



a) Boehm Test of Basic Concepts 



a) California Achievement Tests 



V 3 



V 




N NEEDS OVERVIEW 



INFORMATION NEED 

■ \ 



INFORMATION .SOURCE 



• Students in the eightli month; 
of the first as measured by a 
single administration of the, 
California Achievement, TesD - 
(Reading Section) in April, 
1979. 

.3. Grades 2 through 5 : By 
.. April of tk 1978-79 school 
year, those migrant students 
in grades two through 'f ive 
who are served by the Migrant' 
Program will demonstrate a 
gain of 0.'^ months of 'reading 

• achievonent per Qpnth of 
instruction as measured by the 
California Achievement Test ' 
(combined vocabulary and. 

; comprehension subt^ts). 

c. ; Otal Language DeMopment/ 
Reading . .' ' ■ ■ 

;As of April of the 1978-79 
■ school year ,-those ;secondaiy 
migrant students who are' ; 
■served by the Migrant Program. 
1:1 - will i^pnstrate a gain ^jQ^f 'O.S 
. . ■ ■ • - ^onthsjier' month 'of instruc- ' • 
- " tipn' as. measured by the 
vocabulary subtest of the Cali- 
fornia Achievement Test. 

... • , ' i ■ . '• '• , ■ , 
.' d.' Health Services Components . 



; ERIC 



During the 1978-79 school year 
die Migrant nurse will provide. 



5-1-79 



a) ''California Achievement Tests 



5-1-79 



a) California Achievement Tests 



. 5-1-79 



a) lellth' Services Tom 

b) Medical Expenses Form 

,c) Migrant Student Master Tiie. 



; ] INFORMATION NEEDS OVERVIEW , 


INFORMATION NEED ^ 


, DATE 
IliFpRMATION 
NEEDED' 


\ 

. INFORMATION SOURCE ■ 

t _ ■ 


"health services to hi of the 
students on a campus with 
^ migrant instructional kaff 
(K-12).. i 




u \ 

1 ' ' ' 


The Migrant Nurse will provide 
health services to 90Z of the 
Pre-K students in the Migrant 
Program. 


5-1-79 


* ■■ 

, (J 


■ • ■ j • 

e. Parental Involvement Component 


* 


a) TAC.Data: Agendas, Minutes, Rosters 

ji 

1 

■ ; /' ■. .. 

' * '. • 

• 


. iiiz-^ 1^— 

By October of the 1978-79 . 
o . -school year, 'the Parental 

Involvement personnel will " 
... establish local Title I 

nigrani. rA^ or locai iiiie i/ 
Title I Migrant PAC" in coordi- 
. nation with Title I personnel 
, in accordance with TEA regu- 
lations. ' * ' 


1 

■ 5.H9 

. i. . 

\ 


iiie rre-i\, xeacners wiii impie- 
flient the "Home Activities for 
. Parents" with parents of at 
least 50Z of the children in 
■ " " tiieir classes. 




fl V Migrant Student Attendance Totm 

b) Egrant Teacher Questionnaire ^ 

c) EgraRt Parent Questionnaire ; « 

■' i *' 


The Title I Migrant Community 
.' Representatives will conduct 

parent training^|or parents . 
". of students grades K-12 at 
.each local PAC at' least twice 
• during the school year. 


• 5-1-79 ' 


.■a) ' Pirent Trjilning Evaluation Forms ■ ■ 
b) Migrant Parent Questionnaire . 

■ * ■ ■ . ■■ 


ERIC .' 


\ , ■ 


-.')•■ 



,.._-__IVU„_.-.__ -. 

INFORMATIOIl NEEDS OVERVIEW 



1 • 

■ INFORMATION NEED 

0 


.DATE ' 
INFORMATION- 
■ NEEDEC 


INFORMATION SOURCE. l 


f . MSRTS Component 




y 


/ ■ 

^ . Wmin .two weeks after migrant 
' ^ . ■ ^ students arrive i^i.the school 
district, eligibility forms 
«for thes6^ students will be . 
. ' transmitted to the ESC Cerml- 
,nalsite. Identification and 
recruitment_ of inigrant stu- 
dents will continue through? 
out the year, to include 

■ transmitting the eligibility 
ijj ■ • forms to the terminal on a 

■ continuous, year-round basis. 


■ ' , ,3Ti-79 

r 

♦ 

, 1 , 

' r ' 


, ■ • ■ / 

a) -Migrant Student Master File , 

b) ESC Tenninal Records ■ . , _ .. 

: ' ^ ■ ■ . 

« 


By February 1, 1979, all • 
Initial update (medical and 
^ instructional'), information, 
will have been transmitted to 
the ESC terminal site. Dp- 
dating'^information will be 
transmitted to the terminal . 
' site in a timdy fashion, 

continuously^uring the year. 


5-1-79 

/ 


a) ESC Tejnninal Records ' 

V 

■V ' i ^- ' 

■ 1 ■• . . • 

..' ■ i 

i 

, ■ ". t i . . , ' 


\ ' .Within a week after migrant 
students withdraw from school; 
■ ■ y V : final update and wi^drawl • 
" •■ . . information wijll have been ^ 
»/ / , . . transadtted to the terminal 
. ■ site/ • • '■<■'" 


■ .5-1-79 


a) ESC Terminal Records " „, . 


, •, . g. Evaluation Component ■ ■ 






By July 1, 1979, the Title I 
FR?C ^Srant evaluation staff will 
" "Mi ;havejsent to the Texas Educa- 


\ 6-30-79. 


a) TEA Annual Evaluation Report for Title I , 



IVb 



\ 



INFOfiMATION NEEDS OVERVIEW 



4' 



. IPOMTION fED , , • 


^' DATE\: ■ : , 

: INFORMATION _ 
' ■ ■ NEEDED 


INFORMATlW sOURCE ' • ■ 

1 . ' ' . 


tion Agenty the Annual Evalua-. 

..tion 'RepoH. 

-'■'<■■ ■ ■ , ■ , ■ ■ 






■ ■. , ; * By. Jime 30,^979; the Title I 
Migrant Ev^uation staff will 
• •'• . have published a Final Evaluar 
• tion Report and' Technical 
' ■ ', • : Report addressing the! decision 
■■ questions developed by the 
. ■ .. AISD. decision makers with <! 
' authority over the lligrant - 
' " . . Prograi. ; 


6-30-79 .' ' . ■ 


a) Title. I Migrant Final Report and Final . 
Technical Report . . . • 

■ ■■ V ' , . , ■ ' 

,' ■ ' i 

■ '■ ■ , ' ■ # 

\' . ■ • ■ ■ , ' 


•K ; , By January'31V 197^, the Title" 
I Migrant evaluation staff , in 
■ , ; . cooperation with the' Title I. 
" : regular evaluation staff , will 
provide the program staff with 
' • -, a comprehensive needs assess- 
ment for the planning of the 
1979-80 Migrant Program. 

■ ^ ' ■ ' ■ , • 1 
*, " ■ ' • ■ ■ . ' . .'r ' 


1-31-79; 

i 


a) Needs Assessineht Document 

■ r ■ 

■ ■ . . ■ .. ■ • . . , ■ ■ ■ -^i !■ 


• ■ ' V ■ 
' . '. ' • * 

• 9 

. ■ . s . ■ . 
■ *■ . 


> 




I» . ' ■ 

o ■' ■ ■ ■ 
ERIC 







i^r, '-:.: [ dissemination 3 













DISSEMINAIION 
•; FOEM&I ' ■ . . 


. DATE OF- : 
DISTRIBinriON 


• BEBSONS ,■ 
RECEIVING. ; . 


1 . Evaluation Findings for . 1977-78 


ia) Final. Technical. 
Report 

b) Final Report : * 
Summary 


7-1-78 
7-1-78 


School Board, ;DDP, 
Program S t^f , . 1 




c) TEA Final . . 
Report 


-7^1-78 


TEA • 




d) Decision Packet 


8-15-78 


Cabinet, Asstv 
Superintendent, 
Decision-making - 
Committee - 




e)I)escr:ipi:ive • 
■ Brochure 


; • / ■ 9>^14-78 . : 


PACt> " DDP, Pro^rafia 
Staff ,;princip2LLs 
. of ^ jschoois, wi til 
Migrant teachers . 

■ -V 




f ) Orjal presenta- 

. ,;tion>;' 


: 11-9-78; 




2, - S^TTTtmP/r -j^r^hpnl Evaluation, 1978 

■ ■■ . ■ .«',?- . . ■ ■• 


a^^Simrmer School 
. Report * 


9-1-78 


TEA 


3^ Evaltiation Design^ 1978-79 V . 

■ ' ' ■ . ^. . " "■ , ■■; 


a) Outline of data, 
to be collected 

. V . ■ 


. / 9-30-7& 


DDP, Depts* of 
Educati<^nal - 
Instruction^ . 
Coordinators^' 
School principals 


tv Interim Findings, - . • . 


a) Needs Assess- " 
ment Document/ 
Prograa Appli- 
cation 

b) Informative 
memos • 


2-1-79 . 
the year : 


DDP, Program 
.Staff. 




y. 







. INFORMATION SOUR'Cv v 




/ 



SI. 
09 





V • " POPUUTIOH ' 


EVAUimCH . 
QUESTIONS - 
'REFERENCED 


DATE 
COLLECTED 


: ^ANALySIS TECHHIQUES ; 


RSMARRS 


TEST. MIA- : 

' t BBCP Mastery Tests • . 

■ ' . • ' . •. . ■ ' ■ • , ■ * ' 


Hlgranc pre-ldndergarten 
students. " 


D2«'l, 119 . 


Septeoiber 
through 
April 


[ Frequency distribution ,of number of : 
items correct! for^ each , H88tci7 Test ^ 
^compTetcd. 


Vlll be given by teachers at 
the close of each^group'Of: ^ 
units. ' , ; 


;2/, Boehn Test'of*^^ 
Concepts • - 

' ■■ * ■ * ' ■ ■ 


-K^ant kindergarten , - 
-Students.. ■ ' , 


D3-1, ri4, 
118, H9 


September 

'•and' 

Felriiary 


Frequency distribution of rav scores and 
computation of a mean and median. .'Con-., 
version to percentile ranking. ■ v 

• . ■ > ^V. 


District Hide Testing . . 


,1 

.3. Callforala Acbieveneot 

vj^::--.Test8 -';\:..'; ;> ; ;■ 

■ ■' ■ ' , ■ *. . ■ ■ / • J* • 


All migrant students served 
by a Migrant^teacher^ 
grades 2-t2 (pretest). AIJ 
migrant student prides; : 
1-12 (po^jtest), j 

1, ■ :.;r 


D3-1-, Il4w 
118,119; 


October 
February. 
April , 


Frequency distribution of gains' in grade/ 
equivalents byj grade and coi^uta^ons of 
.aroean and median gain by grade -Compu- 
' tation 'of . mean' and. median^ taiif scores by 
grade and canvtrsion tb> percentile 
mVin^y Computation by grade of -average 
gain in gr^de equivalents per-month 'of ' 
InatTuctioi^.-V^'.'- v ' / . ... 


District Wide; Testing. 
Grades 1-4 (Pretest 'Spring, : - 
19?8);, Special Testing Pre 
Grades (all students not 
tested. in spring), Post" 
trades =. ' ^.^;^ 


i Me t ropolitaQ Readiness • \ 


•First-g^ade'iDlgrant'.*.; 
students. 




September 


Freqiiency.disttrlbution of raw scores and 
computation by grade of mean' and median.' 
Conversion to percentile ranking- - ' v 


Dlscr^ct1^ide'Te8ting " 

' . ' ■ ■ ■■ ' ' ■ 


■ 5.. Sequential Tests of 
.Educatioaal Progress 


All migrant ^studenCS' in 
grades M2. , ' * . 




.April 


Frequency distribution, and computatiotf 
• by grade of mean and median., raw scores. 
.Conversion t6' percentile ranking. 


District .ikde Testing .y 'j' 


INTERVIEtf/QOESnONNAIRE DATA 

. \i 

6. Higrant Teactier Questloo- 
.'.nalrc 


All Higrant teachers. ' 

J -1 - -lit r ' 


D3-3, 
W-3, D5-3. 
D6-h D6-3 
119 


January 
1979- 


* . 

Frequency, distributions . 





ERIC 



V ThFORMATION SOURCES 



•^^■'■■-1 ■■■f • ■ ■■■■ 








'. POPULATION , . 


EVALUATIOH 

QUESTIONS 

IiEFEF?NCED' 


. DATE •■ 
COLLECTED 


, AHAL^SES TECHNIQUES " . 


. REH&RKS •• , 

*' '■ ■ ■ .' ' 


' ■' . f. : '. 'k . . ■ , , . ■ 


« 

Sanple of teachers in 
schools with a Migrant ; . 
teacher. ■ 


D3-3,' fi6-l 

* 


January 


frequency distribution. 


■ ■ , ■ ■ * '. ■ ' ■ ' ■ 


i.. Migrant Nurse Interview 


Migrant nurse. 


D5-3, .14. 


January ' 


Content coding. - 


' ' ' ' . ; • ■ • ' > 


0 Ml or ant Parent 

Questionnaire^ 


KandQD saople of oigrant 
parents.- 


D5-3, D6-1, 
D6-3, 119 


January* 


Frequency distribution. 




lA OAP nffi^pr OtiMClonnaire 


District PAC Officers/ : 


.D6-3 


January 


Frequency didttibution. 




... . . . ■ ■ " H V ■ ■ 

11, Interview with the 

• Aoftlifrtnt MfftCtor of 

, : • Special Area Personner ■ 


Assistant Director of 
Spedlal 'Area Personnel; V ■ 


.Di-i . 


January 


Content coding, . V . - 

. , ■ i» 

' ■ ■ '\'' ., ■', ■ . ■ 


♦ ■ • ■ . " 

• ■ * . ' ■' ■ -J ■' 


12. .. Higrmt Prlncip^^ 
' : Questionnaire 


All principals of schools 
/with Migrant teachers. ' 

■ < • 


M-3 : .. 


January 


•Frequency distribution.. 




.. , / ■ . \ 
ll . Migrant Coordinator / 
; Questionnaire ' . 


Higraiit coordinators. , 


W-3V 


January. 


■, ^ . \ . ^ A-^. ':' ' ■.. 
Content coding*. . .. ■ ' . , . 




DATA FORMS . . :. ' ' . 
H. Clothing Purclases Fora ' ] 

' ■' "■ . ■' '■ ' .■ * - ^.^ ■ ■ ' 


• 1 ■ . ' ■ ■ 

AIJ students receiving 
clothing. 

'■ ■* . ' ■', * 




' ■ ■ ■ J 

through 
April 


Frequency distribution. Totar by nonth. 


'.■ ■ '* ' , *' ■ 


15; Health' Senlc^ 


All students served by the 
Migrant Program Nurse;; . ^ 


D5-l,;6,.. 

113, •.m; ■.. 


• July 
through 


Frequency dlstrlbation.: Total by Bonth.. 


■ '' ' ' '*..,■. ■ ■ ' ■ ' ■■ 



ERIC 



45 



4? 



; , . , INFORMATION SOURCES • 



INFOflMATIOH SOURCE . .Z' 


• popuUtion 


'QUESTIONS 
REFERENCED 


VAiC 

COLLECTED 


- - \ - - -- ■ - - ^ _ 
. ANALYSIS TECHNIQUES ■ 


REMARKS 


16'. Medical Expenses Font « 


All students, f or. vhoQ 
, taedlcal expenses were paid* 


D5-1, 16, 
113, 115, 
119 . 


. July . 
through 
April 


Frequency discribution. Total by month.. 




17. KlgraaC Student / 
Attendance Form • 


All migrant students 
served by a Migrant . , 
teacher. . ■ 

■ ■ t 

4 


D2-4, 03-3, 
.D4-3, D6-1, 
U3, 114, 

119 , , 

* • ■ ■ ' 

'a • 


August 
through 
^ April ' 


Frequency distribution. Total by six- ^ 
week periods. Comparisons across schools 
^by grade. Comparisons by type of ^ 
instruction tpuii our vs. teaming vs. 
regularly scheduled, classes). Correla-; 
tlon and crosstabs of gain in^^achievement 
X type.df instractlon and 'pe^eot attend^ 
ance (number of days vjeceiving instruc- " 

tiou uJ>vtucu ujr nuuvcri uajro olucuuicu 

to receive instruction) .< 


. ■ ' '■ ♦ 

t ■ . 


18. Parent Training f . 
Evaluation Forms 


Migrant 'parents receiving, 
parent training from 
community representative. 


D6-1, 119 ' 


November 
through . 
April 


Frequency distribution* \ ■ 


i 

■' ' ^ ' .■ ■ 


lARGE Mm FILES" " 
, ij^J'- Compensatory Trog'raa^ . 

i'l \. 11*.' 

^ Haster .List . 

• ■■}■■■'' ■; . • ■ 


All students served by 
AISD compensatory educa-. 
-tlon programs. 


15, 116 — 


September 
' through ' 
April 


Frequency distribution of students 
served by each program and combinations 
of programs. , . ' 


. , ' ,• J . 


20. Personnel Evaluation^ 


Sampft of Title I, Title I 

Mlcmt SCE and locallv 

funded teachers. 

<' 


01-2 

1 


December : 


Frequency. distributions, t-test between 
federal and local funded personnel/ 


*• 


21. District Personnel 
Files 


Sample of Title 1, Title 
Migrant » SCE and locally 
funded teachers* ' 


.Dl-3 


December 


Frequency^ distributions,. comparisons 
between federal and locally funded . 
personnel. . , 


* 



INFORMATION SOURCES 



• . < 











INFORHATION SOUBCE 


\ 

' POPULATION- 


tVALUAlION 

re'ferenceb ■ 


' mr 

COUiCTED 


V'" analysis™ 




' 22. MlsranC Student Hsstei 

■ * . 


All registered joigrani ; 
"a/tu4enta. 


'D5-1., D6:3, 
If, 15, 116 

119 . 


My ■ 
through 
April 


Frequency distributions by school and >. 
^rade, ^Herging^ith District DIME- m 
to project student enrolliDent by school 
and grade for 1979-80. Merging with 
'District Test files to obtain student ■ 
achievement data. 




l^. PreK LoDgltudlnai File 

-— 


1 

.Higrant acudeacs. through . 
fourth grade, 

- ' 1 


D2-3 , 


Marcl) 
1979 . 


To. be deten&ined. . 


' ■■'.- ', ■ . 


'24.' Migrant Longitudinal File 


All nlgrant stude&ts. 


■ 4 


. May . 
1979. ■ 


■ Create file for' future analyses. ' 




OTHER DATA Sfl^^ ., 
25. Migrant Student FolderS' 

. • 1 * ' 


.Kaodon saople^of folders . . 
kept -by Migrant teachers^ 
^or secondacy students 
Jor the diagnostic/pre- 
scriptive approaclK 


\ 

M-3 \ 

^ ■ ;■.!' 
,', .'. \ 

1 


November 
itbrough 
April , 


: Inspection. 


' ■ ' • 


25. Survey of Migrant; 
; . .Prograas . 


Other school districts 
idth a Migrant Pcogram 


D4-4 ; 

'A' 


' October 
through 
April 


Inspection. 




...... . ■ { 

27; . PAC Data • ' ■.' 


N/A,'- ■■, 


1 , ■■■■■ \; 
D6-1, Dfr-J^ 

119.': 


October 
through 

.Aprir; 

, • 


— — T-T^ 

Inspecrtoa. , 


. •' ' • 4 ■ ■ . ■ •' 


. 28. ClassrooD 6bservatiooB 


K-S^ Migrant teacher's ' 
classroOBSr ; 


D3-3 


November 
through 

■'April, 


^ucncy distributions. Jurtber * ' ' 
ai^yses to be deten^lned. . 


' " .' '1 / ' '" ', 1 . . ' 



78.11 



VIII X 



DATA TO BE COLLECTED IN THE SCHOOLS 



Students 



September-April 



1. Bilingual Early Childhood Program (BECP) Mastery Tests ; 
Administered to -the participants in the pre-kindergarten 
program at the ^d of the units tha.t they cover • A pre- 
test is also given-prior, to the first ^ eight ^ xmi ts • . 

2. Calif ornia r Achievement Tests' : Makeup tests will be ^ 
, ' JadrnjlTtl ster^ in October to migrant studeiits grades • / 

24-3.2 f^whq were not , tested in the spring, 1978. This 
toting will' serve as a pretest measure* District- • 
wide testing in April will also ;^^serve -as the post- 
testing for stxtdents in grades 1—3;. Students in ^ 
grades ii- 12 will be* given' a special administration of 
the CAT (in addition to district-wide' testing) in y 
. April 1979. '^ Grades 4 an<f 5. are given .the fiill reading 
sectipn;^- grimes - 6-^12 are given the vocabulary test 
only. Testing will be done by the Migrant teacher ^ . 
with assistance provided by OKE staff . ' , 



■ Teacher^; 



September-April 



1. 



3. 



Migrant Teacher Questionnaire; : 
HLgrant teachers in January. 



.To be seiit to all 



Teacher. Questionnaire t To. be sent, to a sample of 
teachers in schools with a Migrant teacher in 
January^ \ ' ' ,» . ■ ■ - 

Migrant Student Attendance Foria : . To "be comp-leted 
daily by the Migrant teacher and returned to the 
Migrant ev^luator at the end of each six weeks. 

Migrant -Student Folders : Teacher testing for 
■academic placement and usage of the diagnostic/ 
pres criptive approach will be monitored through 
the Migrant teachers' records^r on individual stu- 
dents. 



'5. Classroom Observations : App-rbxiinately 40 full-day 
observations in classes, grades. 1-5 r taught by 

^ ■ Migrant teachers. Observations will.be vby ORE 

staff during the montiis of January thrch^h April. 



:,September--Aprxl 



ERLC 



Principals . • •* - 

1, Principal Qiieistioim : : To he, s^^nt to all princi- 
■ pals, .of "schoals: with Jligrant teachers during the 
. month' of January, 



28 



52 



i 1.' 



VIII - • 



■ , \ 
i 



EyALUAIION TIME RESOURCES ALLOCATION 



', ■ ' ^ • ' : 

; ; . .■ , ■ ACTIVITY • 


DIRECTOR 


SENIOR. 
'EVALUATOR 


■ EVALUAIOR 


. DAtA . 
ANALYST' , 


EVALUATION. 
ASSISTANT- 


^ECRM' 


' INFORMATION SOURCES^ ' . 

i.' fEcp .• ■ •• : . .. . ' 


* 












,,,-1 . . 

■ 2. /Boehm . * . ■ 


^ ■ ■ 






■ ' 


- ' / 


.• • / 


3. CAT . 


r 




. 10 


8 . 




f , ' ' 

■ }■ , 


4.' MRT 


- 






.1 


, ■ - 




5. 'STEP ' ■ 

\ , J 




"/) 










•.v . • 1 • ' 1 • ' 

•i. Migrant Teacher- (^stionnaire 




■ .25 ; ; 


t , 








7, Teacher Questionnaire , . 












A. 




> 


■ ■' ' - ■' .', ■ 










, ; Health Services Fon ; i. 






1 






• 1. . 


1.;: ' . . '.■ ' 

10. Medfcal'^'Expense Fora 








I . 




1 



to 



5- 



EVALUATION TIME RESOURCES ALLOCATION 



« 



. , 'ACTivm. . ■ • ! 


DIRECTOR 


SENIOR 
EVALUATOR 


: EVALITATOR 


' DATA ,. 
ANALYST 


EVALUATION. 
ASSISTANT . 


SECRETARY: 


IL Student Atteiidance Fom . 


■ • 1 


_ 


' .6 


8 , 


• 


■ 4 - 


■ ■ ■ ■ ' .■ ' ^ * ' ■' ,■ 

12. •Student Foldefrs: : . . > 


, \ * * 










. ' • 5 ' 


.13. Migrant Nurse Interview . 


' ■ : 


■ 1 


■ 1 






1 


J 14. Parent Questionnaire 




.25 


4 






. .1 


15, PAC Officer Questionnaire 

*'.*■* , 1 . 




■• ;25 






* ' -A , 


. . X _ ■ 


16. PAC Data ' . 








' ■ ' ' ' 






17 • Classroom Observations 




3 




" .■■■■5' '' ' 




... •' 5 ■ 


\ ^, 

18* Compensatory Programs ' 








5 . 




1 ■ . . '■ 


19. Survey of .Migrant Prograjis 






* « ' " ' ' ' 


' ' ■ ■ i \ 


t . . 
'. > ■ ■ * 


2 ., 
















20. Master-Frig — • ^ . • 










« a 


4 ■ . 



ERIC 



:55 



VIII 



EVALUATION TIME RESOURCES ALLOCATION 



SI , 



J, ACTIVITY 


DIRECTOR, 


EVALUATOR 


EVALUATOR 


DATA 
ANALYST 


EVALUATION 
ASSISTANT 


SECRETARY 








5 


f 

8 . 






22. Migrant Longitudinal File , 


- 


;■' '.25:':.; 


•2 


.' "■■■^■^ ,■ . 

. 




'. -■ . 


subtotal" OF INFOMTION SOURCES ; 




4.5 


74 


.58 • ' 




"38 ; 


mSSEMIliATIONS ' • , 

■••-•Va • ■•• , ,.. ■ . •. 
it flUaX ^pOIt 

. ". ■' ' ' ' ■' ' '■■ ■■ ' ■ - 


,: , 2 , \ 


!. - '■ c 


50 


• 




' , 5.0 : 


. > .'^''^;^^'^' 


.■ 1 


■ 1 . * • 

I ; "■; 

' ' ■ ■ .'' '', 


10 : ' ^ 






10 J . 

■v.. . ' ■ 








■ ■■ V ■■ 






,1 


• £ • • PwoTllOt"! ATI "Hdo'I cm ■ - i w ■' 
. ; JiVolUallUU ycbigu 


■. ..5 


1 / 


/ ■ . ■ ■ '■■ ' ■ ■ 

. 1 C ■ 






10-' ' 


' * • ' ■ 

jt MQciiauni lo i£A Kcport , r. 


.5* 




1 A 

10' 






10 ■ 


• '6. Needs Assessinent 


.5 ■ 


< 






1 

t 1 


• •■, .5 • : 


— — I — ' — ■ ' • 

* ■. . ■ • • 




7* Prograi Application 




■ ' l' 








2 ,■ 



5S 



EVALUATION TIME RESbURCES ALLOCATION 



09 



AuiiVili 

■ 




SENIOR ' 
EVALUATOR 


EVALUATOR » 


DATA 
ANALYST 


EVALUATION 
ASSISTANT 


I 

SECRETARY' 


8. lafoiinatlve Menos 




■ 1 


20 






30 


^.'SUBTOTAL OF DISSEMINATIONS " . 


4.5 ..,. 


11. 


■ 121, : 




^ : - 


/ 118 . 


ADMINISTRATIVE ■ • ; 










/ . . ■ 


■. ■ ■.' ^ ■ •. 


1. Other Indirect linie Costs . 






■ 


' 4, ;- 




■ 35 
















: TOTAL ' i ' , ' ' 


^4.5 .. ■ 


■ 15.5 


' m 


■ 62 ' ; • 


■ \ ' . '' ' 


•191 . 


■ * , " ^ ■ '. , 


.' . . . ' ■ \ 

.: ... ^ 




"'"''/'>'■■ 




■/ ■ . f 




' ■ M 

■' ' , . . « ■ ' •' . ■ . ' 
.... •.•'.<■' 

■■ •, . V 

■■ . , ./...;,, 

1. ■ ■ ■ 1 ' ^ 






' '. i' 


'\ ■ 


, ' . 1 


t * • 


■■■■■*'■■ ■ ■ , 






: . : • 

i 


■ ... I 






■ ■ ' ' ' ' ' , ' i \ ■ ' 
■I',-- * . ■ . ■ 'v; ■ y ; Q 


■ * 


; ■ ., T . , /, ■ ' . . ' . 






* 


< 



■■■ o 
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^■'60 



